388    TYPE-PROBLEM IN MODERN PHILOSOPHY
One may already have begun to wonder whether by
"sensationalism" James merely intended an intensified
empiricism, i.e. an intellectual sensationalism, or whether,
in using the expression " sensationalistic", he may con-
ceivably have wished to bring out the quality pertaining
* to sensation as a function quite apart from the intellect,
By ' pertaining to sensation' I mean true sensuousness
(Sinnlichkeit), not of course as voluptas in the vulgar
sense, but as a psychological attitude in which the orienta-
ting and determining factor is not so much the felt-into
object as the mere fact of sense-stimulation and sense-
perception. This might also be described as a reflexive
attitude (i.e. an attitude based on reflex phenomena), since
the whole mentality depends upon and culminates in sense- *
perception. The object is neither realized abstractly nor
felt-into, but operates through its natural form and manner
of existence, the subject being exclusively orientated by
sense-impressions stimulated by contact with the object.
This attitude would correspond with a primitive mentality.
Its essential antithesis is the intuitive attitude, which is
distinguished by an immediate sensing or apprehension
that is neither intellectual nor feeling, but contains both
in inseparable combination. Just as the sensuous object
appears in perception, so the psychic content also
appears in intuition, hence as quasi-illusionary or halluci-
natory.
That James should describe the tough-minded as both
" sensationalistic " and " materialistic1' (and further still as
" irreligious ") encourages the doubt as to whether, in his
description of types, he has really in view the same type
antithesis as I have. Materialism, as commonly under-
stood, is an attitude whose orientation corresponds with
"material" values—in other words, a kind of moral sensa-
tionalism. Hence James1 characterization would yielcls a
very unfavourable portrait, if we were to misconstrue these

